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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

1. Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 119(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on March 16, 2005 is 
considered by the examiner. 

Specification 

3. The Preliminary Amendment filed on March 16, 2005 has been entered. 

4. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the form and legal 
phraseology often used in patent claims, such as "comprising", "means" and "said" 
should be avoided. Furthermore, "tester"' (line 4) should be tester --. Correction is 
required. 

5. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

a/ the reference to claim numbers on page 1 , line 7 and page 2, lines 29-31 . 
b/ on page 7, line 3, "single plate (3)" should be - single plate (4) -. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

6. Applicant's cooperation is requested in correcting any errors of which applicant 
may become aware in the specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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8. Claims 18-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 18, there is insufficient antecedent basis for the limitations "the one side" 
(line 2) and "the other side" (line 3). It is not understood "the one side" and "the other 
side" are the sides of which element, and the relationship between "the one side" and 
"the other side" is not clearly defined. It is not understood what is meant by "it" (line 3). 
Furthermore, the limitation "which are slidable against each other in the x and/or y 
and/or z direction and are lockable" is unclear because it is not understood which 
elements (i.e., the single plates for the tester and the handler, the three or more single 
plates, or all of the single plates) are slidable and lockable. 

In claim 19, lines 1-2, the limitation "the slidability of the single plates" is unclear 
because it is not understood which elements (i.e., the single plates for the tester and the 
handler, the three or more single plates, or all of the single plates) are slidable. 

In claim 20, it is not clear "the single plates" (two terms in lines 2 and 3) referred 
to which plates (i.e., the single plates for the tester and the handler, the three or more 
single plates, or all of the single plates). It is not understood what is meant by "it" (line 2) 
and "with which" (line 3). 

In claim 21, a limitation followed by linking terms (e.g., can be, preferably, 
maybe, for instance, especially) is considered indefinite since the resulting claim does 
not clearly set forth the metes and bounds of the patent protection desired; therefore 
"can be" (two terms in lines 2 and 5) should be - is --. It is not clear "this apertured 
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plate" (lines 2-3) referred to which plate (i.e., the apertured plate or the exchanged 
apertured plate). It is not understood what is meant by "the same apertured plate" (line 

4) . There is insufficient antecedent basis for the limitation "the new handler" (line 8). 
Furthermore, the limitation in the parentheses is not given weight (i.e., base(s), 
plunger(s) are treated as singular terms). It is not understood what is positively claimed 
with the limitation "with the original apertured plate being exchangeable for an apertured 
plate adjusted to the plunger distances and plunger locations of the new handler". 

In claim 22, there is insufficient antecedent basis for the limitation "the at least 
one apertured plate" (lines 1-2). Is "the at least one apertured plate" different from or the 
same as "one or more apertured plate" recited previously? Furthermore, "can be" (line 
3) should be - is -. 

In claim 23, lines 1-2, there is insufficient antecedent basis for the limitation "the 
at least on locking device" (claim 24 as well). 

In claim 24, it is not understood what is meant by "it" (line 1). Is "a tester" (line 3) 
different from or the same as "a tester" recited previously? Furthermore, "can be" (line 

5) should be - is --. 

In claims 25 and 28, line 2, "can be" should be - is -. 

In claim 26, likewise claim 20, it is not understood what is meant by "it" (lines 1 
and 3). It is unclear "the single plates" (line 2) referred to which single plates. 

In claim 27, likewise claim 19, the limitation "the slidability of the single plates" is 
unclear because it is not understood which elements (i.e., the single plates for the tester 
and the handler, the three or more single plates, or all of the single plates) are slidable. 
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And likewise claim 20, it is unclear "the single plates" (line 2) referred to which single 
plates. 

In claim 29, is "docking means having two or more parts" shown in the drawings. 
The docking means (9) is shown in Figs. 1 and 2; however, the two or more parts of the 
docking means are not clearly shown. Furthermore, is "a tester" different from or the 
same as "a tester" recited previously? 

In claim 31 , lines 2-3, it is not understood what is meant by "on the outside to the 
shape of the recess", "on the inside to the shape of the device under test board". 
Furthermore, "can be" (line 3) should be - is -. 

In claim 33, line 2, it is not clear what is meant by "on the side of the handler 
side". Furthermore, the limitation in the parentheses is not given weight (i.e., plunger(s) 
is treated as a singular term). 

In claim 34, there is insufficient antecedent basis for the limitation "the one or 
more single plates" (line 2). Furthermore, "can be" (line 2) should be - is -. It is not 
understood what is meant by "the area on the side of the handler of the contact base of 
the tester" (line 3). 

Claims 30 and 32 are rejected since they depend on rejected base claims. 
9. The claims are generally narrative and indefinite, failing to conform with current 
U.S. practice. They appear to be a literal translation into English from a foreign 
document and are replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

10. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

1 1 . Claims 18-19, and 27-29 as best understood, are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Chiu et al. (U.S.P. 6,756,800). 

As to claim 18, Chiu et al. disclose, in Fig. 4, a mounting plate (106, 218, 340, 
210) having one or more parts for indirectly or directly attaching a tester (310) for 
electronic components on the one side (i.e., lower side of the mounting plate) and a 
handler (100) for electronic components on the other side (i.e., upper side of the 
mounting plate), the mounting plate (106, 218, 340, 210) comprising at least a single 
plate (210) on the side of the tester (310) and a single plate (106) on the side of the 
handler (100) or three or more single plates (106, 218, 340, 210) which are slidable 
against each other in the x direction and/or in the z direction and are lockable. 

As to claim 19, Chiu et al. disclose in Fig. 4, the slidability of the single plates 
(106, 218, 340, 210) of the mounting plate (106, 218, 340, 210) against each other is 
effected by sliding guides (216 and linear rails parallel to rails 216). 

As to claim 27, Chiu et al. disclose in Fig. 4, the slidability of the single plates 
(106, 218, 340, 210) against each other is performed manually. 
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As to claim 28, Chiu et al. disclose in Fig. 4, on the single plate (210) on the side 
of the tester (310) one or docking devices (412a, 412b) is reversibly or irreversibly 
mounted for attaching and positioning the tester (310) to the single plate (210) on the 
side of the tester (310). 

As to claim 29, Chiu et al. disclose in Fig. 4, the single plate (210) on the side of 
the tester (310) includes two bores (not shown) without threads, structures, adapters, 
hooks or connecting links for reversibly attaching docking means (412a, 412b) having 
two or more parts (412a, 412b) or for directly attaching a tester (310). 

Conclusion 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

Ames 5,654,631 Vacuum Lock Handler And Tester Interface For 

Semiconductor Devices. 
Orsillo 6,741 ,072 Docking System For Connecting A Tester To A Probe 

Station Using An A-Type Docking Configuration. 
Communication 

13. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Minh N. Tang whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1971. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (7:00-3:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wael M. Fahmy or Robert Pascal can be reached on (571) 272-1705 or 
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(571) 272-1769, respectively. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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